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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is. responsive to the Amendments filed on April 5, 2007. Claims 1-14, 
18-21 and 23 have been amended. Claims 1-24 are presented for examination. 

Response to Amendment 

2. In view of the amendment to claims 1-14 to overcome the claim rejection under 
35 USC 101 (non-statutory subject matter), the rejection of claims 1-14 under 35 
USC 101 is hereby withdrawn. 

3. In view of the amendment to claims 18-21 under 35 USC 112 (second 
paragraph), the rejection of claims 18-21 under 35 USC 112 (second paragraph) 
is hereby withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

4. The Affidavit filed on April 5, 2007 under 37 CFR 1.131 has been considered but 
is ineffective to overcome the U.S. Publication 2004/0153995 to Polonovski 
reference. 

The evidence submitted (i.e., Exhibit A) is insufficient to establish a 
conception of the invention prior to the effective date of the Polonovski reference. 
While conception is the mental part of the inventive act, it must be capable of 
proof, such as by demonstrative evidence or by a complete disclosure to another. 
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Conception is more than a vague idea of how to solve a problem. The requisite 
means themselves and their interaction must also be comprehended. See 
Mergenthalerv. Scudder, 1897 CD. 724, 81 O.G. 1417 (D.C. Cir. 1897). More 
specifically, the scope of Exhibit A is not commensurate with the scope of the 
claim(s) because it provides no support for claim limitations "saving information 
that correlates the attribution with the construcf" (see claim 1), "applying the 
attribution to the construct when the construct is encountered interactively" (see 
claim 5), "wherein the string comprises a portion of a script" (see claim 7), 
"wherein the attribution -specifies a type for the construct" (see claim 9), and 
"wherein the attribution specifies applying intellisense to the construct to auto- 
complete the construct" (See claim 10). 

The evidence submitted is insufficient to establish diligence from a date 
prior to the date of reduction to practice of the Polonovski reference to either a 
constructive reduction to practice or an actual reduction to practice since 
Applicants merely made a statement "attached hereto as Exhibit A is ... 
disclosed in the above-referenced patent application" (Declaration, page 1). 

5. In view of the foregoing discussion, rejection of claims 1 -24 under 35 USC 1 02(e) 
is considered proper and maintained. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Polonovski (US 2004/01 53995 A1 ). 

Claim 1 

Polonovski teaches a computer readable storage medium having computer-executable 
instructions, the instructions comprising: 

o receiving a string in an interactive environment (see at least 220, 205, 210 FIG. 2 
& associated text); 

o identifying an attribution within the string (see at least paragraphs [0021], [0044]); 
o identifying a construct associated with the attribution (see at least paragraphs 
[0023], [0044]); and 

o saving information that correlates the attribution with the construct (see at least 
220, 230 FIG.2 & associated text; paragraphs [0046]-[0055]; [0061]-[0063]). 

Claim 2 
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The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
attribution specifies a constraint for the construct (see at least FIG. 3a & associated 
text). 

Claim 3 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
construct comprises a variable, a structure, a function, or a script (see at least 
paragraph [0072]). 

Claim 4 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
information comprises metadata (see at least 220, 230, 225 FIG. 2 & associated text). 

Claim 5 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches applying the 
attribution to the construct when the construct is encountered interactively (see at least 
paragraphs [0080]-[0084]). 

Claim 6 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
string comprises a command string entered in a command line environment (see at 
least FIS.3a-c & associated text; paragraph [0038]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/693,396 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2192 

Claim 7 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
string comprises a portion of a script (see at least paragraph [0003]). 

Claim 8 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein 
identifying the attribution comprises identifying a plurality of attributions associated with 
the construct (see at least paragraph [0061]). 

Claim 9 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
attribution specifies a type for the construct (see at least paragraph [0058]). 

Claim 10 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
attribution specifies applying intellisense to the construct to auto-complete the construct 
(see at least paragraph [0066]). 

Claim 11 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
attribution specifies applying a predicate directive to the string that is operative to 
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determine whether processing of the string continues (see at least paragraph [0058]). 
Claim 12 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
attribution specifies applying a parsing directive that is operative to direct a manner for 
obtaining the construct (see at least paragraph [0058]). 

Claim 13 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
attribution specifies a data generation directive that is operative to generate a set. of 
information that is stored in the construct (see at least paragraph [0063]). 

Claims 14-21 

Claims recite limitations, which have been addressed in claims 1-2, 5 and 10-14, 
therefore, are rejected for the same reasons as cited in claims 1-2, 5 and 10-14. 

Claim 22 

The rejection of base claim 15 is incorporated. Polonovski further teaches wherein the 
begin symbol comprises a left bracket and the end symbol comprises a right bracket 
(see at least paragraph [0067]). 

Claim 23 
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Polonovski teaches a system the handles input parameters (see at least FIG.1 & 
associated text), the system comprising: 

o a means for processing (see at least FIG. 2 & associated text); and 
o a memory means (see at least 22 FIG.1 & associated text paragraph [0038]), the 
memory means being allocated for a plurality of computer-executable instructions 
which are loaded into the memory means for execution by the means for 
processing, the computer-executable instructions performing a method 
comprising: a means for receiving a string in an interactive environment; a means 
for performing the instructions addressed in claim 1 . 

Claim 24 

Claim recites limitations, which have been addressed in claim 5, therefore, is rejected 
for the same reasons as cited in daim 5. 

Conclusion 

8 THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
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action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chrystine Pham whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3702. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on 571-272-3695. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. /) 




